
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 13- 1 450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



09/833,468 



04/1 1/2001 



7590 



02/13/2006 



Balamurugan Selvarajan 
35654 Chaplin Dr. 
Fremont, CA 94536 



Balamurugan Selvarajan 



J-l 



3319 



EXAMINER 



KESACK, DANIEL 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3624 

DATE MAILED: 02/13/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

09/833,468 


Applicant(s) 

SELVARAJAN, BALAMURUGAN 


CAallllilcr 

Dan Kesack 


Art Unit 

3624 





The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This application has been reviewed. Original claims 1-16 are pending. The 
rejections are as stated below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 10 recites the limitation "said VCSP client" in claim 6. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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5. Claims 1-8, 11-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Franklin et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,883,810. 

Claim 1,16, Franklin discloses an online commerce system facilitating online 
commerce over a public network using an online commerce card, existent in digital 
form, consisting of a user requesting a random temporary transaction number usable for 
only one transaction, and used as a proxy account number when making payments on 
the Internet, the user submitting the transaction number to the merchant which is then 
treated the same as any regular credit card number, the merchant transmitting the 
transaction number to the issuing bank of verification and authorization of the purchase 
(column 2 lines 15-50). 

Claim 2, 12-14, Franklin teaches the user registering by requesting an online 
commerce card from the issuing bank, and the issuing bank issuing the card in the form 
of a software module that can be invoked when using the commerce card to conduct a 
transaction in the internet (column 4 lines 25-29 and 39-43). Franklin teaches that the 
commerce card software module interacts with the user's browser, sending requests 
and authorization signals from the user's computer and receiving responses from the 
bank computer, which the software module is connected to over the network. 

Claim 3, 4, Franklin teaches an authorization phase wherein the merchant sends 
the transaction number to the issuing bank, and the bank verifies the validity of the 
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account information, such as account number, spending limits, and the expiration term, 
and approving or denying the transaction based upon said account information (column 
2 lines 35-40, column 10 line 30 - column 1 1 line 30). 

Claim 5, Franklin teaches the card being usable only once, and the card having a 
short expiration term so that the number becomes invalid after the expiration term 
lapses (column 2 lines 48-55). 

Claims 6-8, Franklin teaches the banking computer's authorization system 
notifying a user about a request for a transaction proxy number, and requiring 
authorization of the request for approval of the transaction, the authorization request 
comprising an exchange of private keys over the network, and the user entering a bank 
assigned personal identification number (column 8). 

Claim 1 1 , Franklin teaches a software module being provided to the customer by 
the issuing bank, said software module running on the customer computer having a 
central processing unit, volatile memory, hard disk, input/output units, and a connection 
to the internet column 5 lines 32-39). Claim 1 1 recites a Client having the capability to 
record payment details into the desktop. It has been held that the recitation that an 
element is "capable of performing a function is not a positive limitation but only requires 
the ability to so perform. It does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. The 
elements disclosed in Franklin are fully capable of performing the claimed function. 
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Claim 15, Franklin teaches the bank computer storing customer information in a 
customer database (column 6 lines 1-11). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



8. Claim 9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franklin as 
applied to claims 1 and 6 above, and further in view of Chen et al., U.S. Patent No. 



5,590,197. 
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Franklin fails to teach the Client working only after said user insterts a service 
card into a special reader attached to a PC. 

Chen teaches an electronic payment system and method, in which a user inserts 
a portable electronic storage medium such as a smartcard, or stored on the customer's 
computer, together with browser/mosaic software which will enable the customer to 
utilize the wallet for transactions carried out on the Internet. It would be obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the system of 
Franklin to require a card to be inserted into the a PC in order to complete a transaction, 
such additional steps provide an added level of security, which is a desirable trait of 
Internet transactions. 

9. Claim 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franklin as 
applied to claims 1 and 6 above, and further in view of Hogan et al., U.S. Patent No. 
6,990,470. 

Franklin fails to teach a request from a merchant containing a previously used ID, 
and the issuing bank authorizing the transaction as a recurring payment. 

Hogan teaches a method and system for conducting secure payments over a 
computer network, wherein if two identical transaction records are found to exist, it is 
presumed to be an additional authorization-request message for an already-authorized 
transaction, and the transaction is treated as a recurring payment, and is processed 
accordingly (column 24 lines 12-23). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicants invention to include a recurring payment function in the 
system of Franklin because recurring payments are an old and well known feature in the 
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art of online financial transactions, and including features to accommodate a frequently 
occurring type of transaction greatly extends the usability and application of such an 
invention. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dan Kesack whose telephone number is 571-272-5882. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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